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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    Attorney publicly 

reprimanded.   

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    At t or ney Gl enn J.  Bl i se appeal s t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t  r ecommendi ng a publ i c r epr i mand,  t oget her  wi t h 

r est i t ut i on and cost s.   The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

f i l ed a s i x- count  compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Bl i se al l egi ng 

mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o one cl i ent  mat t er .   John R.  Decker  

was appoi nt ed r ef er ee.   Ref er ee Decker  concl uded t he OLR met  i t s 

bur den t o pr ove f our  count s,  t hr ee of  whi ch i nvol ve At t or ney 

Bl i se' s f ai l ur e t o pr oper l y communi cat e wi t h hi s c l i ent  and a 



No.  2007AP2604- D   

 

2 
 

f our t h char gi ng hi s f ai l ur e t o r ef und an unear ned f ee.   Ref er ee 

Decker  concl uded,  however ,  t hat  t wo count s al l egi ng f ai l ur e t o 

di scl ose f act s and pr ovi de i nf or mat i on dur i ng t he OLR 

i nvest i gat i on shoul d be di smi ssed due t o l ack of  pr oof .    

¶2 At t or ney Bl i se r ai ses one i ssue.   He cont ends t he 

r ef er ee er r oneousl y exer ci sed hi s di scr et i on i n denyi ng At t or ney 

Bl i se' s r equest  t o adj our n t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng when 

At t or ney Bl i se was suf f er i ng t he ef f ect s of  chemot her apy.    

¶3 Our  r evi ew of  t he deni al  of  an adj our nment  mot i on i s 

conf i ned t o whet her  t he r ecor d suppor t s t he r ef er ee' s exer ci se 

of  di scr et i on.   Whi l e we may have r ul ed di f f er ent l y,  we do not  

set  asi de t he r ef er ee' s deci s i on t o deny t he mot i on,  gi ven t he 

nar r ow scope of  appel l at e r evi ew and t he r ecor d bef or e us.   The 

r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw as t o 

mi sconduct  ar e unchal l enged;  we uphol d t hem on appeal .   We 

i mpose a publ i c r epr i mand,  r est i t ut i on,  and cost s.  

¶4 At t or ney Gl enn Bl i se was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1988.   He has pr act i ced l aw i n Kenosha.   I n 2003 

At t or ney Bl i se was publ i c l y  r epr i manded f or  f ai l i ng t o 

communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s.   See Publ i c Repr i mand of  Gl enn J.  

Bl i se,  No.  2003- 18.    

¶5 The OLR' s compl ai nt  char ges mi sconduct  ar i s i ng f r om 

At t or ney Bl i se' s  2002 cr i mi nal  def ense of  hi s c l i ent ,  S. W.   

Fol l owi ng t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t he 

OLR pr oved f our  of  t he s i x al l eged vi ol at i ons,  as f ol l ows:  

• By f ai l i ng t o communi cat e wi t h S. W.  about  t he st at us 

of  hi s case and f ai l i ng t o pr ompt l y compl y wi t h 
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r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on wi t h r espect  t o 

t he post - convi ct i on r el i ef  ef f or t s,  At t or ney Bl i se 

v i ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ; 1 

• By f ai l i ng t o r espond t o r epeat ed r equest s f r om S. W.  

t o di scuss t he st at us of  hi s appeal ,  and by assumi ng 

wi t hout  conf i r mat i on or  expl anat i on t hat  S. W.  di d not  

wi sh t o r i sk f ur t her  pr oceedi ngs af t er  a successf ul  

appeal ,  At t or ney Bl i se f ai l ed t o expl ai n a mat t er  t o 

t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he cl i ent  

t o make i nf or med deci s i ons i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 

20: 1. 4( b) ; 2  

• By f ai l i ng t o gi ve r easonabl e not i ce t o S. W.  t hat  

At t or ney Bl i se was abandoni ng appel l at e ef f or t s,  and 

by not  al l owi ng t i me f or  ot her  counsel  t o be empl oyed 

bef or e t he appeal  deadl i nes wer e mi ssed,  At t or ney 

                                                 
1 Ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007,  subst ant i al  changes wer e made t o 

t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  
At t or neys,  SCR Chapt er  20.   See S.  Ct .  Or der  04- 07,  2007 WI  4,  
293 Wi s.  2d xv,  726 N. W. 2d Ct . R- 45 ( ef f .  Jul y 1,  2007) ;  and 
S.  Ct .  Or der  06- 04,  2007 WI  48,  297 Wi s.  2d xv,  730 
N. W. 2d Ct . R. - 29 ( ef f .  Jul y 1,  2007) .   Because t he conduct  
under l y i ng t hi s case ar ose pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007,  unl ess 
ot her wi se i ndi cat ed,  al l  r ef er ences t o Chapt er  20 of  t he 
Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  Rul es wi l l  be t o t hose i n ef f ect  pr i or  
t o Jul y 1,  2007.  

SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  pr ovi ded,  " A l awyer  shal l  keep a c l i ent  
r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  a mat t er  and pr ompt l y 
compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. "  

2 SCR 20: 1. 4( b)  st at ed,  " A l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a mat t er  t o 
t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  t o make 
i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on. "  
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Bl i se f ai l ed t o t ake st eps r easonabl y pr act i cabl e t o 

pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  cont r ar y t o 

SCR 20: 1. 16( b) ; 3 

• By f ai l i ng t o r ef und t he $5, 000 por t i on of  t he f ee not  

ear ned at  t he t i me he abandoned hi s r epr esent at i on of  

S. W. ,  At t or ney Bl i se f ai l ed t o r ef und an advance 

payment  of  a f ee t hat  had not  been ear ned,  cont r ar y t o 

SCR 20: 1. 16( d) . 4 

¶6 The r ef er ee concl uded,  however ,  t he OLR had not  

est abl i shed t wo count s al l egi ng mi sconduct  dur i ng t he cour se of  

t he OLR i nvest i gat i on.   The r ef er ee r ecommends di smi ssal  of  

t hose t wo count s.   As di sci pl i ne,  t he r ef er ee r ecommends a 

publ i c r epr i mand.   The r ef er ee al so r ecommends At t or ney Bl i se 

pay $5, 000 r est i t ut i on t o S. W.  f or  t he unear ned f ees and t he 

cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

                                                 
3 SCR 20: 1. 16( b)  pr ovi ded,  i n par t ,  " Except  as st at ed i n 

par agr aph ( c) ,  a l awyer  may wi t hdr aw f r om r epr esent i ng a c l i ent  
i f  wi t hdr awal  can be accompl i shed wi t hout  mat er i al  adver se 
ef f ect  on t he i nt er est s of  t he c l i ent ,  .  .  .  . "  

4 SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  st at ed:  

Upon t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  a l awyer  
shal l  t ake st eps t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y pr act i cabl e 
t o pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  such as gi v i ng 
r easonabl e not i ce t o t he c l i ent ,  al l owi ng t i me f or  
empl oyment  of  ot her  counsel ,  sur r ender i ng paper s and 
pr oper t y t o whi ch t he cl i ent  i s  ent i t l ed and r ef undi ng 
any advance payment  of  f ee t hat  has not  been ear ned or  
i ncur r ed.  The l awyer  may r et ai n paper s r el at i ng t o t he 
c l i ent  t o t he ext ent  per mi t t ed by ot her  l aw.  
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¶7 The sol e i ssue on appeal  i s  whet her  Ref er ee Decker  

er r oneousl y exer ci sed hi s di scr et i on i n denyi ng At t or ney Bl i se' s 

mot i on t o adj our n t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng.   Accor di ngl y,  we 

r evi ew t he r ecor d t o exami ne t he event s sur r oundi ng t he 

schedul i ng of  t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng.   

¶8 The OLR f i l ed t he di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  

At t or ney Bl i se i n November  2007.   The di sci pl i nar y hear i ng was 

i ni t i al l y  set  f or  Oct ober  6,  2008.   I n Sept ember  2008 At t or ney 

Bl i se was di agnosed wi t h a mal i gnant  br ai n t umor  and was 

schedul ed t o under go emer gency sur ger y.   As a r esul t ,  t he 

r ef er ee adj our ned t he Oct ober  6,  2008,  hear i ng.   The r ef er ee 

hel d pr oceedi ngs i n abeyance pendi ng a det er mi nat i on of  At t or ney 

Bl i se' s post - sur gi cal  condi t i on.    

¶9 A schedul i ng conf er ence was hel d on Januar y 21,  2009.   

At t or ney Bl i se was under goi ng chemot her apy at  t he t i me.   At  t he 

schedul i ng conf er ence,  At t or ney Bl i se st at ed t hat  because he 

never  knows how chemot her apy wi l l  af f ect  hi m,  he may need 

f l exi bi l i t y  wi t h r espect  t o schedul i ng t he hear i ng dat e. 5  Wi t h 

t hat  sai d,  t he par t i es agr eed t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng coul d be 

set  f or  Monday,  Mar ch 23,  2009.    

¶10 On Mar ch 19,  2009,  t he Thur sday bef or e t he hear i ng,  

At t or ney Bl i se al er t ed t he OLR' s counsel  t hat  hi s chemot her apy 

schedul e had been al t er ed and he was suf f er i ng f r om t he ef f ect s 

                                                 
5 The par t i es have not  pr ovi ded t he cour t  wi t h a r ecor d of  

t he Januar y 21,  2009,  schedul i ng conf er ence;  we accept  At t or ney 
Bl i se' s st at ement  i n hi s appel l at e br i ef  t hat  he had made t hi s 
st at ement .    
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of  chemot her apy.   At t or ney Bl i se r equest ed an adj our nment  of  t he 

Mar ch 23 hear i ng,  ant i c i pat i ng he woul d not  be f eel i ng wel l  

enough t o par t i c i pat e.   The next  day,  Mar ch 20,  i n a t hr ee- way 

t el ephone conf er ence wi t h counsel ,  t he r ef er ee decl i ned t o r ul e 

on t he adj our nment  r equest  due t o t he shor t  not i ce,  t he 

i nabi l i t y  t o make a r ecor d,  and t he possi bi l i t y t hat  At t or ney 

Bl i se' s condi t i on woul d change by t he f ol l owi ng Monday.   

¶11 On Monday,  Mar ch 23,  2009,  at  t he out set  of  t he 

schedul ed di sci pl i nar y hear i ng,  t he r ef er ee consi der ed t he 

par t i es '  ar gument s r egar di ng adj our nment .   The OLR r egi st er ed 

i t s obj ect i on,  not i ng t hat  At t or ney Bl i se had pr ovi ded a medi cal  

updat e i n Januar y 2009 advi s i ng he had r esumed,  i n some f or m,  

t he pr act i ce of  l aw and had agr eed t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng 

coul d be schedul ed.   The OLR' s counsel  expl ai ned he was 

sympat het i c t o At t or ney Bl i se' s suf f er i ng f r om r ecover y f r om 

cancer ,  yet  no medi cal  conf i r mat i on of  t he pr obl ems associ at ed 

wi t h t he ef f ect s of  chemot her apy had been r ecei ved.   The OLR 

acknowl edged At t or ney Bl i se st at ed on t he t el ephone he had been 

suf f er i ng f r om di ar r hea,  nausea,  and some ver t i go.   The OLR 

st at ed,  however ,  i t  was uncl ear  whet her  t hese sympt oms af f ect ed 

At t or ney Bl i se' s abi l i t y  t o par t i c i pat e by t el ephone.   The OLR 

obser ved At t or ney Bl i se was not  hospi t al i zed,  di d not  seem 

di sabl ed,  and coher ent l y ar t i cul at ed hi s posi t i on.   The OLR 

st at ed At t or ney Bl i se' s demeanor  on t he t el ephone i ndi cat ed he 

appear ed qui t e capabl e of  def endi ng hi msel f .    

¶12 The OLR ar gued i t  had not  been t ot al l y hear t l ess and 

had suggest ed many accommodat i ons.   The OLR not ed i t  had of f er ed 
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At t or ney Bl i se t he choi ce of  t he hear i ng l ocat i on and a del ayed 

st ar t i ng t i me.   Al so,  t he OLR sai d,  At t or ney Bl i se shoul d be 

af f or ded what ever  br eaks he needed.   I n addi t i on,  t he OLR agr eed 

t o f or ego quest i oni ng At t or ney Bl i se i f  he woul d agr ee hi s 

deposi t i on t r anscr i pt  coul d be r ecei ved as evi dence.   The OLR 

sai d At t or ney Bl i se showed no i nt er est  i n t he suggest ed 

accommodat i ons and si mpl y st at ed he woul d not  par t i c i pat e i n t he 

hear i ng.    

¶13 The OLR poi nt ed out  t hat  t wo wi t nesses had t r avel ed 

f r om t he Kenosha and Chi cago ar eas t o at t end t he hear i ng,  had 

been wai t i ng f or  t he hear i ng f or  some t i me and,  because of  t he 

c l ai m f or  r est i t ut i on,  t he hear i ng encompassed mor e t han si mpl y 

di sci pl i ne.   The OLR ar gued t hat  At t or ney Bl i se' s posi t i on——t hat  

he woul d need t o choose t he day t o schedul e t he hear i ng 

accor di ng t o hi s chemot her apy schedul e——essent i al l y  af f or ded hi m 

t he power  t o vet o any day t hat  woul d be schedul ed.   The OLR 

suggest ed t he mat t er  shoul d pr oceed and,  i f  At t or ney Bl i se 

wi shed t o cr oss- exami ne wi t nesses by t el ephone,  t he OLR had no 

obj ect i on.    

¶14 At t or ney Bl i se r esponded he woul d obt ai n a doct or ' s 

excuse f or  not  par t i c i pat i ng i n t he hear i ng t hat  day.   At t or ney 

Bl i se sai d i t  had been si x mont hs s i nce hi s sur ger y and he woul d 

be under goi ng chemot her apy unt i l  t he end of  t he year .   He 

advi sed he woul d never  know bef or ehand how chemot her apy woul d 

af f ect  hi s abi l i t y  t o par t i c i pat e.   He st at ed he had t el ephoned 

t he OLR t he pr evi ous week t o advi se he was not  f eel i ng wel l ,  i n 
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or der  t o avoi d wi t nesses havi ng t o t r avel  unnecessar i l y  f r om out  

of  t own.    

¶15 At t or ney Bl i se expl ai ned t hat  whi l e he may have f el t  

wel l  enough t o par t i c i pat e f or  a shor t  t i me,  he was concer ned 

wi t h t he l engt h of  t he hear i ng,  whi ch coul d l ast  t he whol e 

mor ni ng.   He not ed he had t he r i ght  t o t est i f y on hi s own behal f  

and i nt ended t o exer ci se t hat  r i ght .   He expl ai ned t hat  due t o 

hi s sympt oms,  he ant i c i pat ed he woul d need f r equent  br eaks and 

woul d be di st r act ed by hi s di scomf or t .   He r equest ed t he hear i ng 

be r eschedul ed f or  somet i me i n Apr i l  2009,  and wi shed t o have 

f l exi bi l i t y  wi t h r espect  t o set t i ng t he hear i ng dat e due t o hi s 

chemot her apy r egi men.  

¶16 The r ef er ee det er mi ned t he r ecor d was i nadequat e t o 

j ust i f y t he t ype of  adj our nment  At t or ney Bl i se had pr oposed.   

The r ef er ee r ul ed t hat  At t or ney Bl i se shoul d pr oceed on t he 

speaker phone and,  i f  he needed br eaks,  he shoul d not  hesi t at e t o 

t ake t hem.   At t or ney Bl i se r epl i ed he woul d not  pr oceed and 

woul d obt ai n medi cal  ver i f i cat i on t hat  he was not  f i t  t o 

par t i c i pat e t hat  mor ni ng.   The r ef er ee pr oceeded t o conduct  t he 

hear i ng i n At t or ney Bl i se' s absence.    

¶17 The f ol l owi ng day,  At t or ney Bl i se submi t t ed a l et t er  

r equest i ng t he r ef er ee excuse hi s absence f r om t he hear i ng,  and 

st at i ng he woul d be abl e t o pr oceed i n t he f ut ur e as l ong he 

coul d have t wo weeks af t er  hi s chemot her apy t o deal  wi t h i t s 

unpl easant  s i de ef f ect s.   Hi s l et t er  was accompani ed by hi s 

doct or ' s medi cal  ver i f i cat i on,  dat ed Mar ch 23,  st at i ng:  
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Thi s i s t o cer t i f y t hat  Gl enn Bl i se i s cur r ent l y under  
my car e f or  t r eat ment  of  hi s br ai n t umor .   He i s 
r ecei v i ng mont hl y chemot her apy,  t he l ast  cycl e of  
whi ch was del ayed r el at ed t o l ow bl ood count s.   Pl ease 
excuse hi m f r om t he hear i ng t hat  he had schedul ed on 
Mar ch 23,  2009.   Pl ease wor k wi t h Gl enn i n r egar ds t o 
schedul i ng r equi r ed hear i ngs ar ound hi s mont hl y 
chemot her apy schedul e.  

¶18 On Apr i l  6,  2009,  t he OLR submi t t ed a post - hear i ng 

br i ef  and cover  l et t er ,  not i ng i t s br i ef  was i n keepi ng wi t h t he 

r ef er ee' s di r ect i ons f ol l owi ng t he Mar ch 23 hear i ng.   The OLR 

pr ovi ded copi es of  t he l et t er  and br i ef  t o At t or ney Bl i se.   

At t or ney Bl i se di d not  submi t  a post - hear i ng br i ef .    

¶19 On May 27,  2009,  t hi s cour t  r equest ed t he r ef er ee t o 

pr ovi de a st at us updat e.   Copi es of  t he r equest  f or  a st at us 

updat e wer e sent  t o t he par t i es.   The next  docket  ent r y i s 

August  12,  2009,  at  whi ch t i me t he r ef er ee f i l ed hi s r epor t  and 

r ecommendat i on.    

¶20 I n hi s r epor t ,  Ref er ee Decker  concl uded t hat  At t or ney 

Bl i se had not  pr ovi ded a medi cal  j ust i f i cat i on f or  hi s absence 

f r om t he hear i ng.   The r ef er ee f ound,  " The doct or ' s l et t er  di d 

not  advi se t hat  [ At t or ney]  Bl i se' s medi cal  condi t i on pr ecl uded 

hi s par t i c i pat i on i n t hat  day' s hear i ng or  ot her wi se descr i be 

medi cal  l i mi t at i ons on hi s act i v i t i es. "   The r ef er ee not ed 

At t or ney Bl i se had appear ed pr o se t hr oughout  t he di sci pl i nar y  

pr oceedi ngs.   The r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Bl i se' s absence 

f r om t he hear i ng was not  j ust i f i ed.   The r ef er ee made f i ndi ngs 

and concl usi ons i n suppor t  of  t he f our  count s of  pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct  and r ecommended a publ i c r epr i mand be i mposed.    
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¶21 On appeal ,  At t or ney Bl i se ar gues hi s medi cal  condi t i on 

war r ant ed an adj our nment .   He st at es t hat  dur i ng hi s t r eat ment  

he exper i ences t he si de ef f ect s of t en suf f er ed by cancer  

pat i ent s,  such as nausea,  di ar r hea,  weakness,  f at i gue,  and 

vomi t i ng.   He cont ends hi s chemot her apy i n Mar ch 2009 had been 

r eschedul ed,  whi ch meant  he woul d be exper i enci ng t he si de 

ef f ect s dur i ng t he week of  Mar ch 23,  2009.    

¶22 At t or ney Bl i se says t hat  af t er  t he Mar ch 20 t el ephone 

conf er ence,  he under st ood t he pur pose of  t he Mar ch 23 hear i ng 

woul d be t o make a r ecor d f or  t he adj our nment .   He bel i eved t hat  

by secur i ng a doct or ' s expl anat i on f or  hi s absence,  a f ut ur e 

hear i ng dat e coul d be set .   At t or ney Bl i se st at es hi s di scomf or t  

af t er  chemot her apy causes hi m t o l ose f ocus and t o be unabl e t o 

par t i c i pat e ef f ect i vel y dur i ng t he hear i ng.   As a r esul t ,  he 

ar gues,  t he OLR' s accommodat i ons of f er ed l i t t l e i n t he way of  

r eal i st i c al t er nat i ves,  gi ven t he ci r cumst ances.  

¶23 At t or ney Bl i se obj ect s t o pr oceedi ng wi t hout  t he 

oppor t uni t y t o cr oss- exami ne wi t nesses or  t est i f y on hi s own 

behal f . 6  He ar gues t hat  cr oss- exami nat i on i n per son,  as opposed 

t o by t el ephone,  i s s i gni f i cant .   He says he of f er ed an 

al t er nat i ve dat e as ear l y as Apr i l  2009 but ,  i nst ead,  counsel  

and t he r ef er ee pl owed f or war d wi t hout  al l owi ng hi m t o 

par t i c i pat e.   He asks t he r ecor d be r eopened t o per mi t  hi m t o 

cr oss- exami ne t he wi t nesses and t o t est i f y on hi s own behal f .   

                                                 
6 The r ef er ee accept ed At t or ney Bl i se' s deposi t i on t est i mony 

i nt o evi dence.    
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¶24 I n r evi ewi ng a r ef er ee' s deci s i on on an adj our nment  

r equest ,  we appl y t he same st andar ds an appel l at e cour t  empl oys 

when r evi ewi ng a c i r cui t  cour t ' s  deci s i on.   The r ef er ee' s r ol e 

i s t he same as t hat  of  a t r i al  j udge i n a c i v i l  act i on.   See I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Haber man,  128 Wi s.  2d 390,  

382 N. W. 2d 439 ( 1986) .   The r ef er ee has t he power s of  a j udge 

t r y i ng a c i v i l  case and conduct s t he hear i ng as a t r i al  of  a 

c i v i l  act i on t o t he cour t .   See SCR 22. 16( 1) .   The r ul es of  

c i v i l  pr ocedur e and evi dence appl y.   I d.  

¶25 As i n a c i v i l  t r i al ,  t he gr ant  of  an adj our nment  i n an 

at t or ney di sci pl i nar y hear i ng i s  a mat t er  of  di scr et i on and,  t o 

over t ur n t he r ef er ee' s r ul i ng,  pr ej udi ce must  be shown.  

A cont i nuance del ayi ng a t r i al  i s  not  a mat t er  of  
cour se.  An adj our nment  must  be war r ant ed,  and a 
r equest  f or  such adj our nment  i s " .  .  .  al ways 
addr essed t o t he sound di scr et i on of  t he t r i al  cour t ,  
and pr ej udi ce must  be made t o appear  i n or der  t o set  
asi de i t s r ul i ng t her eon. "   

Smi t h v.  Pl anki nt on de Pul aski ,  71 Wi s.  2d 251,  257,  238 

N. W. 2d 94,  98 ( 1976)  ( c i t at i ons omi t t ed) .    

¶26 Appel l at e r evi ew of  a di scr et i onar y deci s i on i s 

def er ent i al :  " We wi l l  sust ai n a di scr et i onar y deci s i on so l ong 

as t he c i r cui t  cour t  has exami ned t he r el evant  f act s,  appl i ed a 

pr oper  st andar d of  l aw,  and,  usi ng a demonst r at ed r at i onal  

pr ocess,  r eached a concl usi on t hat  a r easonabl e j udge coul d 

r each. "   I ndus.  Roof i ng Ser v. ,  I nc.  v.  Mar quar dt ,  2007 WI  19,  

¶84,  299 Wi s.  2d 81,  726 N. W. 2d 898.    

¶27 Ther e i s no di sput e t hat  at  t he t i me of  hi s 

adj our nment  r equest ,  At t or ney Bl i se was under goi ng chemot her apy 
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f or  cancer .   Ther e i s no di sput e he coul d not  ant i c i pat e how he 

woul d r espond t o hi s t r eat ment s.   As At t or ney Bl i se st at ed,  t he 

ef f ect s of  chemot her apy cause di scomf or t ,  i ncl udi ng di ar r hea,  

nausea,  and ver t i go.   At t or ney Bl i se was cer t ai nl y ent i t l ed t o 

accommodat i ons as wel l  as under st andi ng wi t h r espect  t o t he 

chal l enges he f aces whi l e maki ng hi s r ecover y.   We sympat hi ze 

wi t h t he chal l enges At t or ney Bl i se f aces wi t h t r eat ment  and ver y 

wel l  may have r ul ed di f f er ent l y.   Our  r ol e on appeal ,  however ,  

i s  not  t o subst i t ut e our  di scr et i on f or  t hat  of  t he r ef er ee.   

See SCR 22. 16( 1) .   We must  exami ne t he r ecor d t o det er mi ne 

whet her  a r at i onal  basi s exi st s f or  t he r ef er ee' s deci s i on t o 

pr oceed.    

¶28 The r ecor d r ef l ect s t he r ef er ee' s under st andi ng t hat  

At t or ney Bl i se was under goi ng t r eat ment  of  a ver y danger ous 

di sease and exper i enci ng t he di scomf or t  and di f f i cul t i es 

associ at ed wi t h chemot her apy.   The r ef er ee had post poned t he 

di sci pl i nar y hear i ng f r om Oct ober  6,  2008,  t o Mar ch 23,  2009,  

when i t  was r eschedul ed wi t h At t or ney Bl i se' s caut i ous 

agr eement .   We concl ude t he r ef er ee was ent i t l ed t o f i nd t hat  

t he medi cal  ver i f i cat i on di d not  addr ess whet her  At t or ney Bl i se 

was medi cal l y i ncapaci t at ed and unabl e t o par t i c i pat e i n t he 

Mar ch 23 hear i ng.   Al so,  we concl ude t he r ef er ee was ent i t l ed t o 

concl ude t he medi cal  ver i f i cat i on di d not  suppor t  At t or ney 

Bl i se' s pr oposal  t o adj our n subj ect  t o post ponement  due t o t he 

unpr edi ct abl e t r eat ment  schedul e and i t s ef f ect s.   The r ecor d 

i ndi cat es t he r ef er ee under st ood t he ef f ect s of  chemot her apy 

woul d cause di scomf or t ,  be di st r act i ng,  and wer e unpr edi ct abl e.   
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However ,  t he r ecor d al so demonst r at es t he r ef er ee' s 

consi der at i on of  t he obl i gat i on t o bal ance t he needs of  At t or ney 

Bl i se wi t h t hose of  t he l awyer  r egul at i on syst em,  t he gr i evant ,  

and t he wi t nesses.   The r ecor d shows t he OLR and t he r ef er ee 

wer e wi l l i ng t o accommodat e At t or ney Bl i se' s di scomf or t  by 

per mi t t i ng a choi ce of  hear i ng l ocat i on,  a del ayed st ar t i ng 

t i me,  f r equent  br eaks as r equest ed,  and par t i c i pat i on by 

t el ephone.   We concl ude t he r ecor d f ai l s  t o r eveal  t he r ef er ee 

er r oneousl y exer ci sed hi s di scr et i on.  

¶29 At t or ney Bl i se ar gues t he pr oposed accommodat i on of  a 

t el ephone hear i ng was pr ej udi c i al ,  however ,  because i t  woul d 

el i mi nat e hi s oppor t uni t y t o cr oss- exami ne wi t nesses i n per son.   

At t or ney Bl i se does not ,  however ,  i dent i f y what  f act - f i ndi ng i s 

di sput ed.   He does not  i ndi cat e what  def ense he woul d have 

r ai sed.   He submi t t ed no post - hear i ng br i ef  chal l engi ng t he 

OLR' s ar gument s.   He made no of f er  of  pr oof  and does not  suggest  

any evi dence he woul d submi t  i f  gr ant ed a new hear i ng.   I n t he 

absence of  a demonst r at ed f act ual  di sput e,  we concl ude At t or ney 

Bl i se does not  show pr ej udi ce by t he r ef er ee' s or der  denyi ng a 

second adj our nment .   See Smi t h v.  Pl anki nt on de Pul aski ,  71 

Wi s.  2d at  257 ( " pr ej udi ce must  be made t o appear  i n or der  t o 

set  asi de"  t he cour t ' s  deni al  of  an adj our nment ) .   As a r esul t ,  

we decl i ne t o set  asi de t he r ef er ee' s det er mi nat i on.   We appr ove 

and adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw 

as t o f our  count s of  mi sconduct ,  whi ch ar e unchal l enged on 

appeal .   
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¶30 We i ndependent l y det er mi ne t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne.   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Rei t z,  2005 WI  39,  

¶74,  279 Wi s.  2d 550,  694 N. W. 2d 894.   We consi der  t he 

ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  t he need t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c,  

cour t s,  and l egal  syst em f r om t he r epet i t i on of  mi sconduct ,  t he 

need t o i mpr ess upon t he at t or ney t he ser i ousness of  t he 

mi sconduct ,  and t he need t o det er  ot her  at t or neys f r om engagi ng 

i n s i mi l ar  mi sconduct .   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Ar t hur ,  2005 WI  40,  ¶78,  279 Wi s.  2d 583,  694 

N. W. 2d 910.   Upon our  i ndependent  r evi ew,  we ar e sat i sf i ed t he 

r ecommended sanct i on of  a publ i c r epr i mand i s appr opr i at e 

di sci pl i ne f or  t he f our  count s  of  mi sconduct .   We f ur t her  

concl ude t he r ecor d suppor t s t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on of  

$5, 000 r est i t ut i on f or  unear ned at t or ney f ees.    

¶31 We det er mi ne At t or ney Bl i se shal l  pay t he cost s of  

t hi s pr oceedi ng.   Under  SCR 22. 24( 1m) , 7 t he cour t ' s  gener al  

pol i cy i s t o i mpose cost s on t he r espondent .   To awar d l ess t han 

f ul l  cost s,  t he cour t  must  f i nd " ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances. "   

I d.   At t or ney Bl i se has not  obj ect ed t o cost s,  has not  c l ai med 

                                                 
7 SCR 22. 24( 1m)  r eads,  i n par t :   

The cour t ' s  gener al  pol i cy i s  t hat  upon a f i ndi ng 
of  mi sconduct  i t  i s  appr opr i at e t o i mpose al l  cost s,  
i ncl udi ng t he expenses of  counsel  f or  t he of f i ce of  
l awyer  r egul at i on,  upon t he r espondent .   I n cases 
i nvol v i ng ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances t he cour t  may,  
i n t he exer ci se of  i t s  di scr et i on,  r educe t he amount  
of  cost s i mposed upon a r espondent .   
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ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances t o j ust i f y a r educt i on,  and has not  

r equest ed a def er ment  of  hi s obl i gat i on t o pay cost s. 8   

¶32 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Gl enn J.  Bl i se be publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  

¶33 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Gl enn J.  Bl i se pay 

r est i t ut i on i n t he t ot al  sum of  $5, 000 t o S. W.   I f  t he 

r est i t ut i on i s not  pai d wi t hi n 60 days of  t hi s or der ,  Gl enn J.  

Bl i se' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  be suspended 

unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  

¶34 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 90 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Gl enn J.  Bl i se pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  cost s ar e not  pai d 

wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed and absent  a showi ng t o t hi s cour t  of  

hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  Gl enn J.  

Bl i se' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  be suspended 

unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  

¶35 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t he r est i t ut i on i s t o be 

pai d i n f ul l  pr i or  t o payi ng cost s t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on.  

 

                                                 
8 On Febr uar y 25,  2010,  t he OLR f i l ed a st at ement  seeki ng 

cost s of  $12, 308. 38.   At t or ney Bl i se has f i l ed no obj ect i on as 
t o cost s.   



No.  2007AP2604- D   

 

 
 

1 

 

 
 


	Text7
	Text9
	Text11
	CaseNumber
	AddtlCap

